f conducted during a slorm event, inspect s an1Watér_d;syc/hérgerfcar' evidente of poliitants enteting the drainage system.
Check for oil sheen, floating debris, dis,coloration,:turbis:iixy, and odor. Becord observations here: :

{inspection locations: GB331707, CB330001, CB330102, and CB SW of Bldg 2958)

Or, i conducted during a noms{cjfm avent, check for.the presence of illicit discharges such as domeslic wastewater,
noncentact cooling water, or process wasiewater, Groundwater is not considered an illicit discharge, If an illicit
discharge is discovered, the Permittes shall notify Ecciogy within seven days and eliminate the iilicit discharge within 30

days. Record observations here: o { { { g fﬂéfé%‘w; zé‘L 5‘%’2"‘%/ ,g“isg & it & p

%

f?fi\"g werd” o fean ¢ veodow e §he.

Assess all BMPs that have been imptemented paying special aitention to the following (check BMPs inspected):
4~"Catch basin insert filters inspected and cleaned or replaced as necessary.
L.g.j// Liquids stored outdoors are covered or have secondary containment.
gl/ Covers placed over waste dumpsters and storage containers,
" Paved areas swept clean. 1/
@//\/ehictes and Equipment (no major leaks).  [/Other BMPs observed? List here: ¢ 31;5,{ i/\f'@ég e
, % » s P 5
by V"*f@{‘;g Vm%fgﬁgméé’m/ Cleaas bWew %zﬁ/ ammed b‘*?'f‘}aw slae e BiEG . A
mpp ey 4 be Mg ey -\af} w}@«awi- L:; .
1. Do the BMPs listed above appear to be effective and fun ioning adsquately and with no observable deviations
from the BMP descriptions as described in the SWPPP (Y&s, Noj?
2. Do the site conditions including poteptial poliutant sources appear 1o be consistent with the facility assessment and
site map contained in the SWPPP {Yes} No)?
{If the answer to questions 1 or 2 werd fo, explain here, Include, if applicable, the locations of BMPs that need

maintenance, the reason maintenance is needed and a schedule for maintenance, as well as the locations where
additional or different BMPs arg needed and the rationale for the additional or different BMPs.]

COMPLIANCE -STATEMENT: In the judgment of the person identified below as Inspector, the Alaskan Copper
Facility is in COMPLIANCE OR [ ] NON-COMPLIANCE* {check one) with the terms and conditions of the SWRPP
and the Permit. In the judgment of the person identified below as Facility Representative, the Facility is in

{7 compLIANCE OR 7] NON-COMPLIANCE* {check one) with the terms & conditions of the SWPPP and the Permit,
“If nan-compliance, the Permittee shall prepare reports of non-compliance in accordance with the requirements of
Condition S8.E of the Permit: and in addition, include as part of this inspection, a summary report and & schadule of
implementation of the remedial actions that the Permittee plans to take if the site inspection indicates that the site is out

of compliance. The remedial actions taken must meet the requirements ofthe SWPPP and the i:)ermit.

C’ERT!FSQA’&ON: ! certify that this report is true, accurate, and complete, 1o the best of ry knowledge and belief.

| Name of inspestor (1): f£2 SbinAvyy Tyl v@a 1 Tuypecfon-
Signature of inspector (1): e >& oy T e - pate 10[(2fi 2
| Nemeof Facity Representatve @) *  twe_
| Signature of Fadility Representative (2) ' Date

: (1): As ééknd@k@gé@ by Ecology’s Detailed Response to Comments Fact Sheet, APPENDIX C Addendum Part TWO, the certification

*-and signature of the site inspector "may be limited by several factors including incomplete information {e.g., DMR compliance, efe...)".

1 Therefore, by implication, Certification and signalure by the site inspector does not guarantee site compliance, nor does it imply sile
“{ Inspector fiabifity if non compliance is later determined for the site.

{2) I lieu of Certification and signature of the person described in Condition G2.A of the Permit, a duly authorized represantative of the
facility, in aceordance with Condition G.2.8, may alse certify and sign this inspection form.
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